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International application No. 

PCT/EP2004/053080 



Box No. 



Basis of this opinion 



1 . With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the hasis of the international application in the language in which it was 
filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

□ This opinion has been established on the basis of a translation from the original language into the following language 

, which is the language of a trandation furnished for the purposes of internaticMial search (under 

Ride 12.3 and 23. 1(b)). 

2. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino add sequence disclosed in the international application and necessary to the claimed 
invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 

a. type of material 

I I a sequence listing 

I I tablc(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material 

j I in written format 

I I in computer readable form 

c. time of filing/fumishing 

I I contained in the international application as filed. 

I I Filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 
I I furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 

3. I I In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/or table(s) relating thereto has been filed or 

furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional copies is identical to that in the application as 
filed or does not go beyond the application as Hied, as appropriate, were furnished. 



4. Additional comments: 
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Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43bis.l(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applieablllty; 

citations and exptanations supporting such statement 

1. Statement 

Novelty (N) 

Inventive step (IS) 



Claims 1-11 
Claims 



Claims 

Claims 1-17 



Indusuial applicability (lA) claims 1-17 
Claims 



YES 
NO 



YES 
NO 



YES 
NO 



2. Citations and explanations: 



Reference is made to the following documents: 



Dl: 



D2; 



US 2002/056582 Al (CHUBB ERIK CHRISTOPHER 
ET AL) 16 May 2002 (2002-05-16) 

WO 0 3/07 6228 A (DAIMLER CHRYSLER AG; BERNZEN, 
WERNER; HUBER, WILFRED; MAASS, VOLKER; S) 
18 September 2003 (2003-09-18) 



2 INDEPENDENT CLAIM 

2.1 The present application does not meet the 

requirements of PCX Article 33(1) because the 
subject matter of claim 1 does not involve an 
inventive step within the meaning PCX Article 33(3) 



2.1.1 The document Dl is considered to be the 

closest prior art to the subject matter of 
claim 1 . It discloses (the references between 
parentheses refer to this document) an 
arrangement for determining dynamic wheel 
loads of a wheeled vehicle (10) , having a 
measuring device which is arranged or can be 
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Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43bl&l(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or Industrial appUcabtllty; 

citations and explanations supporting such statement 

arranged in the wheeled vehicle (10), the 
measuring device being designed to measure at 
least two linear accelerations (32, 36) of the 
wheeled vehicle (10) which are respectively 
directed transversely with respect to one 
another, and two rotational speeds (28, 34) 
respectively of a rotational movement or of a 
component of a rotational movement about a 
coordinate axis of the wheeled vehicle (10) , 
the three coordinate axes each extending 
transversely with respect to one another, and 
an evaluation device (18) which is combined 
with the measuring device and is designed to 
determine at least one axle load and/or one 
wheel load using the at least two linear 
accelerations and the two rotational speeds 
(see abstract and figure 3) . 

2.1.2 The subject matter of claim 1 therefore 
differs from that which is known from Dl in 
that the dynamic axle loads or wheel loads are 
determined using three instead of two 
rotational speeds . 

2.1.3 The problem to be solved with the present 
invention can thus be considered to be that of 
calculating wheel load or axial load taking 
into account not only the yawing and rolling 
behaviour of the vehicle but also taking into 
account its pitching behaviour. 

2.1.4 The solution proposed in claim 1 of the 
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PCT/EP2004/053080 



Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43bis.l(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industriai appiicabiUt>'; 

citations and explanations supporting such statement 



present application cannot be considered to be 
inventive for the following reasons 
(PCX Article 33(3)): D2 discloses an 
arrangement for determining the driving 
behaviour of a vehicle which additionally 
registers the pitching behaviour of the 
vehicle and further processes it. This 
arrangement is also designed, inter alia, to 
calculate the dynamic axle loads and wheel 
loads (see page 18, line 7 to page 22, line 
14) . 



2.1.5 For this reason, a person skilled in the art 

would combine all the features disclosed in Dl 
and D2 with one another in order to solve the 
problem of interest without thereby being 
inventive. The solution proposed in the 
independent claim 1 can therefore not be 
considered inventive (PCT Article 33(3)). 



3 INDEPENDENT CLAIM 9 



3.1 Taking the documents Dl and D2 as a basis, the 

subject matter of the corresponding method claim 9 
cannot be considered inventive either. 



4 INDEPENDENT CLAIM 17 



4.1 The present application does not meet the 

requirements of PCT Article 33(1) because the 
subject matter of claim 17 does not involve an 
inventive step within the meaning of PCT Article 
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33 (3) . 



4.1.1 Document Dl is considered to be the closest 

prior art to the subject matter of claim 17, 
It discloses a method for predicting a driving 
situation, which method detects the lifting 
off of a wheel or of a plurality of wheels by 
means of the calculation of the axle load 
and/or wheel load from claim 9, and initiates 
stabilization measures for the vehicle 
behaviour . 



4.1.2 The subject matter of claim 17 therefore 

differs from that known from Dl in that a more 
precise calculation of the axle load and/or 
wheel load according to claim 9 is used. 



4.1.3 The problem to be solved with the present 
invention can thus be considered to be that of 
predicting a driving situation while, 

inter alia, taking into account the pitching 
behaviour of the vehicle. 

4.1.4 The solution proposed in claim 17 of the 
present application cannot be considered to be 
inventive for the following reasons 

(PCT Article 33(3)): D2 discloses a method for 
determining the driving behaviour of a vehicle 
which additionally registers the pitching 
behaviour of the vehicle. 



4.1.5 For this reason, a person skilled in the art 
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would combine all the features disclosed in Dl 
and D2 in order to solve the problem of 
interest without thereby being inventive. 
Therefore, the solution proposed in the 
independent claim 17 cannot be considered 
inventive (PCX Article 33(3)). 

4.1.6 The use "of at least two axle loads and/or 

wheel loads calculated according to the method 
..." instead of a single axle load value or 
wheel load value as in document Dl is also 
obvious for a person skilled in the art . 

5 DEPENDENT CLAIMS 2-8, 10-16 

Claims 2-8, 10-16 do not contain any features which, 
in combination with the features of any claim to 
which they refer, meet the PCT requirements for 
inventive step. 

All the features of the dependent claims 2-8 and 
their corresponding method claims 10-16 are known 
from the prior art cited in the search report . 

6. The subject matter of claims 1-17 is industrially 
applicable . 
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